Wi Lol /257777
Fcz Smu A 32 |
b1o My 9 hres?

Beonet b/l SC 2977 RECEIVETS
“Decemler 23,2013 DEC 27 101

N
CRL it Loidom U S fe S.C. Supreme Court
hppellate (ese nfo 20/3-000153

/ﬂwff ﬁw/[&)e A/o Zovo- - ?Z’«/)/A'///

@Z&lr 5///"’/6 S

W/M’Se /l)// f//l&/jg/ /L/é ﬂ/%/‘ y/ D/JM/@’/%/ I;jé/z/ ﬁééfmgw
f«/ﬂﬁj /}/}/AAZZ J00b ﬁ/ﬁD fnc/owy/d@ a MA%(O/\/ 7§ Vi%ﬂ/@

: Pro Se
Tara D, j/l.u,r///lj{.fgé/ as Qymy//n/ //aVﬂ ﬁ %é a0

E/{/ﬂ/ﬁ/?a//l)ﬂ M{y /ﬁpf}g//g/ﬂé W f/(j, ‘:beCaMJaff ?/02;/03/ aff
5}]0'//#/ /\ﬁ% éé i/uékélj ﬂ/p//77f9 < /l/wé(,é pf Q,ﬁﬂﬂz‘/ SA,UV/ /\/,;7Z

‘/ %5/}7/«555/ as pwot ﬂ/)ﬂw/:tj @W)a%/ ZK«VIE Beon §€wp@ M?/ 7‘4@ &M

ks,
[t Moo

i —




STF ﬂ/ Jm// éfd/ﬁﬂ

TN The Supreme Lour?

APeal fom Jork Lot/ RECEy
AY’/M// Lovrt o Common 7%4.5 _ D ' ) ED
T Ernest Kinard, Lircw Lovet Jud e EC27 2013

Aollohe Las b, dovs-do/53 S Supreme coyp
Lowtr Lot Luse Ao dboo-cP- 601917

s Gondond 73/ %‘M,

| 4
o AL oot Lo _ ol

//0/’//&” %/ /Z//d//é éMS’f/ d// ﬂ/d%bx;

o EXP e A/ﬂ// /%a Decenber 4dw3.
Orabr’ Shoutd ot e vttarkd and 74y Fro Sc
WhFoce o AAPeR] Shold st be dimis:

: as nior '

g/// %//a‘ﬂ/f /// 4 Bt Lot hobv Bkt ond e L/ //%m///
Tara Dacon Shirlind 258, as Lomsel. 7 hearind sas Lomnad O Jul¥ o7,
D003, and 16 AFPLcation was dsmissea withon alf slyns beird
ﬁz//ﬁ%e/ 7 e ol 0 Didmssall 2A Apner e Lonse/ 4/&/@/(/ -
for b At a4 SCH. LV Froc Tk 590e),mfsvn. St Attachment ) 1
TeA A onen A ol Fear Foom Lonse/ Loncbrmns IAe fhng oF the ZZZ
S, motion, Soon Hewaler, Bthoner hn Bl a o e moriin /Z
bor Feconsidration of Fach / 124earind On avzmber o3, 2003, Letore /
Y, Wb 2rpred. See Fol ! Th Augast of otos RA-Fooner recived <
Ll hom Tara Shar/ing, E5@, WA Hhe Crr rning He medn 7o
ﬁf@%ﬁ?ﬁ;@é and/ or Fehtaring, Sking She hovold A a sk ze o /WZZ%/
/ﬂ[/ d/‘ .

Tn Oclober m/ D13, 7;74 /0/7(‘/‘ 4//; T S¢ A/f//'(’f m/ /7/0%%// A///ﬁ//

A Tule 43 () ExPlanaton di i Dctober 40a2/3, From He ﬁf&éf ) 35U

£ ! Due 1o He cleck ot Lot Servind He siond [owb’e/ 0 z/ 76[0/2// / 7;/// .
He dime 70 Hl a Fulb S9E), and wohie oF Arraa/.

e — = - —

/.




Lt b 9, 103, /’/; ézf/ o December 12 40/3, /556/65///7 //% Mj//‘zﬁ
Jra Sl 25, st 15 5 1man Lot/ o 1¢ cond bebore s Lo 4
Tl 7.1 (9) ) and 155ded a /524y oy B Lewnse/ 7o Erdlan sV //5/
Detember Udw3s Dbr Shold 1w/ be vacalad wwd /e Bo se mwtrce oA
Do) shoald ot de dismissd 25 s’ Mler . Stk 697 5E2/ 57 o).

Z/ 'f//ﬁﬂzf Vo 5 /Z"%’VZ é/ﬂw/ Jara Dun J/af/ﬁﬁ/ Es@s as
Lomse/ 0*/’ 7 f[d/’o/ ézéffé /%J( Lor? 75% //K 74//&%%? o).

() Qmje/ /a_/ff [/&VA/ /3/79%/ ?&/ 7’//‘30&3 one ,é, ‘fz/f d/ /% ﬁ”// M/ ‘
W Aahs Ll 1 590D motion dbsoide Bl drimers retes), Prcordlos 6
LPntamd gmé/? Matter fdmber -11-DE -1 -/1Y9, She A ot becawse He A /a,/
2ifred by dime b iiner 120ste) Such motin be A

. Lonse) 4o 4o Atven] 1otk o o o 5 Fconsidontir o
//Qeé and/or ?é%fzzf/ﬂ%ﬁfz//f as Stareds

(3). Lomse/, Aafz it o Lomy A//%/ 7% /&% /555/// Y é//) éﬂ/f/
Delem Ae/j L6013, Fo Aty Asreamdng Tt Froners O br#e 4t Ao 7 /
G2f %/YJ/%F dssort e st be Seen 4o be it tonse)” doad v /é

e BostHom as 1l o e REAl ant 17 Lase Y St P77 SE 5
99 S.E2d W3 (1982, F2rrtonen Shodd be attwed 7 Poleas 770 e

nd A T 2ttty and B WHY e Decamber hand or
Shodd ot be W //4547{‘2/ A 7‘/& T S2 Abbie oA Aoz

Should 1ot e //5/7/55// as Jp? | ‘

s 4




b‘\"(«{t O? SOQ’*’X\ CQY‘O\;QA

In T}‘\ﬁ BUPPeme, éoor"*

QPP@"“’I WQFOM Nork (oo /\ﬁ

Covrt O-‘j (emm™mon "le5
T‘E(néﬂ— kinaa}, Circuort @or%j\)&j@

~—

} : PrD(ﬁl/uJe (ase No. d013-002153
Lower (et (use \Lo.&ow/CP'%@M“‘\

&(njram‘ 0 Com‘m |
Pe {11 oner

I}

'ﬂ\.a 5]&«\&
?Q/S(\%MT jv
CechGede o secvice

’IQ Q,J\+o~m‘0 Gd’gaﬂ, ‘\Qre\iﬁ Cef‘\‘\:cég ‘*’\\mt \’\6,‘ ?\O*C"Q D\ ‘\/\\b

] W\ﬁ’:\ \_V O?POSIY\S (’O\)V\W‘ | Tames F\/\‘Hﬁj}’/ %kﬂbﬂJéébu\\Fe) IX‘\'*’OW\% ()engﬂ&
2t (Dl}sw\\\%a,\ Y$SU¢9 Tecember

L) mbon o velitve Gomod | (O order e
cuﬁress mo he Mrocney Ge

omloiay SC ox(&\l

CWM &Q@@

0 }goo’s} This  Was <~ o the e
(e ,pos™ CLce Rox 115494, (o)

7 Qo 5

MM\M




FORM 4

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF YORK

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NO. 00-CP-46-1414
ANTONIO GORDON, #259798 STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

- PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)
CHECK ONE:

] JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a irial by jury. The

issues have been tried and a verdict rendered.

() DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came fo iriat-of hearing before the

the court. The issues have

been tried or heard and a decision rendered.
(] ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [ ] Rule 12(b}, SCRCP; [ ] Rule 41 {a)
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [ ] Rule 43(k). SCRCP (Settled); [ ] Other

[} ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [] Rule 40(j) SCRCP: [ ] Bankruptcy: [ ] Binding arbitration,
subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify arbitration award; [] Other

IT1S ORDERED AND ADJUDGED:[x] See attached order; [ ] Statement o Judgment by the

Courks
g5

ORDER <o 2 A

) D " - ——

Dated at _YORK __, South Carolina, this_12™ of JANUARY 2004 =325 o )
5/J. ERNEST KINARD. —28.3 P& M

PRESIDING JUDGE . G ¥ 8

A

This judgment was entered on the 15™ ay of DECEMBER, 2003 and a copy mailed first Glass this 22N0
day of JANUARY, 2004, to attorneys of record or to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

LAURIE ANN BANKER

JEANNETTE VANGINHOVEN
SUITE 100 P O BOX 11549

454 S ANDERSON RD COLUMBIA SC 29211-1549
ROCK HILL SC 29730

ATTORNEY (S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY (S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

DAVID HAMILTON
CLERK OF COURT

SCRCP APP-24 SCRCP FORM 4 (REVISED 5/00)

____\_s__ ——— B




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA!{ EN-RF nBTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

) SIXTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF YORK WI3DEC 15 PH 4 33, Number: 2000-Cp-46-1414

ANTONIO GORDON, #259798 5 )mzL (O
C {

Ch &g 5." ORDER
Applicant, YOP!* COUHTY. 5C
)
Rz )
)
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, )
)
Respondent. )
)

This matter came before the Court on the Applicants Motion for Rehearing and/or
Motion for Reconsideration of Facts relating to a Post-Conviction Relief (“PCR”) hearing
on July 29, 2003. This Court dismissed the Applicants PCR application and an Order of
Dismissal was signed on August 18, 2003. After careful consideration of the Applicants

memorandum, the Motion for Rehearing and/or Motion for Reconsideration of Facts is

- denied as all issues that were brought before this Court in the PCR application were

considered and ruled upon in the initial dismissal. A party may not raise additional issues

after the original PCR hearing and seek a rehearing based upon those new issues.

IT IS SO ORDERED

December 9, 2003

Ad02 30Y1 031411839
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